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(6)   POST-MALTHUSIAN CONTROVERSY

Before the second edition of the Essay had been published,
the first had had the honour of receiving at least a score of
replies. Following the publication of the second edition the
controversy became still more animated and for some two
decades showed few signs of dying down. Then public interest
began to lapse with the return of prosperity and the preoccu-
pation of the nation in industrial and commercial activities.
Hard facts seemed to have laid to rest the spectre which Malthus
had raised; population and wealth both increased beyond pre-
cedent. It became impossible to arouse general interest in a
theory which, although it had not been successfully refuted by
arguments familiar to the public, seemed to have no practical
relation to events. It required another and a greater war to
arouse general interest again.

There have been two sides to the discussion following upon
the Essay. On the one hand there have been the contributions
of the members of the general public who were not specialists.
On the other hand there have been the contributions of profes-
sional economists. The former are interesting only as illustrat-
ing the impact of the theory upon particular schools of thought
and upon certain remarkable people. By examining the latter
we can follow the gradual elucidation of the matter.

Leaving for a moment the development of theory, we find
that the support of Malthus came mostly from the Whigs and
the Utilitarians. To them the factual, unsentimental, and
apparently scientific demonstration made a strong appeal.
Pitt, Paley, Copleston, James Mill, Senior, Ricardo, Mackin-
tosh, and Whitbread were all followers of Malthus. In 1819
Brougham referred to the 'principle of population as one of the
soundest principles of political economy'.1 Support for Malthus
was especially strong among the Utilitarians. Referring to
about the year 1825 J. S. Mill says: 'Malthus's population
principle was quite as much a banner and a point of union

1 Quoted by J. Bonar, op. cit., p. 363; see Leslie Stephen, English Utilitarians,
vol. ii, ch. vi.